Manuscript reviews are the heart and soul of publishing scientific literature. Many authors query me about where their manuscript sits in the process. I suppose that once one has gone through the agony of putting together the written report of their research, the anxiety of waiting becomes overwhelming. Publication of science, while often slower than one wants or expects, has important and critical steps to ensure that the research is reported accurately and scholarly. This lies with your reviewers. Your reviewers have done a superb job in providing you with critiques of your written reports. Keep in mind that all transplant providers are busy, do not receive compensation for their time, and often review for multiple journals. I'd like to share some of our important submission time milestones.
Reviewer Turnaround Time
The good news is that once a reviewer accepts an invitation to review a manuscript, with relatively few exceptions, the requested 4-week deadline to return the review is met. In 2018, the average turnaround time for a reviewer was 21 days.
Invitation Acceptance
After the manuscript is submitted and assessed for appropriate content congruent with journal scope, the manuscript is matched with 2 reviewers. An invitation to review is sent giving the invitee 2 weeks to accept or decline the invitation. The number of invitations sent, and acceptance of those invitations, is where the main delays occur. Forty percent of invitations are declined with an additional 2% auto declined, meaning the e-mails were never opened. Unless a reviewer immediately declines an invitation, there is an additional delay of 2 weeks before a new invitation is sent. As an editor, the sooner that a reviewer declines, the sooner a new invitation can be sent, keeping the delay to the review as short as possible.
Time From Author Submission to First Decision
First decision is defined as the time of submission by the author to the time the editor makes the decision to reject or allow revisions (minor, major). Any time after that is dependent upon the author revisions and editorial editing. The average time to first decision is 71.5 days, with the majority of this time waiting on accept/decline of invitations and reviewer turnaround time.
Our Reviewer Panel
To date, our reviewer pool includes 265 reviewers, 44.8% are master's prepared in nursing, public health, or business administration. Reviewers with a doctoral preparation comprise 35%; physicians 32.4%; and PharmD 10%.
We need reviewers in all areas of transplantation and research methodology. Performing an exceptional review is time intensive. It is not just reading the manuscript and deciding that the topic is of personal interest, but evaluating the presentation of the science, assessing the data analysis, and judging if the interpretation of findings goes beyond the data presented. Our reviewers ensure that the science is rigorous, which is crucial to maintain scholarly integrity.
Over the next year, we need to broaden our pool of expert reviewers and improve invitation acceptance rate. This will also reduce the burden on our current reviewers as well as reduce the time an author waits for the first decision. Strategies to expand our reviewer pool will be one discussion point among the new editorial advisory board. Adding associate editors with their own network of colleagues will help this as well.
If you, as a transplant professional, have an interest in reviewing for the journal or wish to refer a colleague, do not hesitate to contact me. The journal goal is to reflect our practice and expand our knowledge of transplant science. Our reviewers are on the forefront of making this happen.
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